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Christ and in the Church which teaches in Ifis uame. Forever 
biessed is that inquirer who consults a priest who, like the Apostle 
Pluhip, has found the Lord and Light of the wrrid and delights ja 
proclaunting to others, “Come and see.” 


Jous T. Meine. GS? 
New York, N.Y. 


CarpinaL Newman ON TITE IMiravion up AlARY 


Abe ae Bae 


lf the Mother of Fanumaianel ought te he the first of ¢ 
lily and 39 beaety: if it became her to be free frac al? sin from the ver 


first, and fron: the moment she receiver her lirst prace to begin to merit 


unl if such as was her beginning, such was ber cul, her concep. 
tion innaactlate and her death an assumption... what is befitting in 
the chikiren of such a Mother, but an inwtation, in their measure, of het 
devotion, her meekness, her simplicity, her modesty, and her sweetness? 
Her glories are not only for the sake of her Son, they are for our sikes 
also. Let us copy her faith, who received Crod’s messages ty the angel 
without a doubt; her patience, who endured St. Joseyh’s surprise with- 
out a word; her obedience, who went up to Bethlehem in the winter ani 
bore our Lord in a stable; her meditative spirit, wha pondered in her 
heart what she saw and heard about Him: her fortitude, whose heart 
the sword went Ubreagh; her self-surrender, who gave [lita up during 
His ministry and consented to His death. 
Above all, et us imitate her purity, whe, rather than relinquish her 
virginity, was willing ta lose Him for a Son. O my dear children, 
young men and young women, what need have you of the intercession 
of the Virgin-mother, of her help, of her pattern, in this respect! Whit 
shali bring you forward in the narrow way, if you live in the world, but 
the thought and patronage of Mary? What shall sea] your senses, what 
shall tranquillise your heart, when sights and sounds of danger are 
around you, bot Mary? What shail give you patience and endurince, 
when you are wearied out with the length of the contiiet with evil, wih 
the uneeasing necessity of precautions, with the irksutneness af absery- 
ing them, with the tediousness of their repetition, with the strain apon 
your mind, with your forluru and cheerless comdivian, Int a loving cum- 
munion with her! She will camsort you in your disewmragemeuls, 
solace you in your fatigues, raise you after your fills, reward you for 
your sttccesses. She will show you her Son, your trod and your all. 


John Henry Cardinal Newman, Discourses Addressed ta Mixed Cungri- 
gations (London: Longmans, Green, and Cun, 1906), pp. 4740 


THE LESSON OF THE HUMANI GENERIS 
Speaking about the purpose of the Catholic Chareh, dis Vatican 
Council, in its constitnilan Jee FP iiis, deeared thas Gud harl 
brought this society into being “so that we unght fulfill the vbliga- 
tion of accepting the true faith and ul ; A, 
Thos the duty of guarcing the puri 
divinely revealed message inust be reckcnicd as ons of the higl: 
prerogatives of the men whom Coc has cominissianed to rule ayer 
His Church, The work of defending ancl clarifying the deposit of 
divine revelation for the entire Church of God is, therefore, a ont- 
standing privilege and duty uf Christ's Viear on earth, the Roman 
Pontiff. 

A glance through the table ef comtents of Denzinger’s (ucsirrt- 
dion symbolorum oar through the tudes of Cavatlera’s Thesaurus 
doctrinae catholicac is sufticient to show thet great tunoler anung 
the successors of St. Peter have discharged their high chtiyation 
in this respect by condenming errors contradictory to or iniwam- 
patible with divine public revelation and by presenting their teach- 
ings on these points in pronetincements which have become classi- 
cal sources of Catholic theology. Vhree Portiifs of the past century, 
however, have been privileged to draw up, or, to put it in another 
way, have been faced with the duty of drawing up, a rather for- 
midable list of errors which have seriously affected the faithful of 


rsevering jn hh coustanmt)y. 


and the integrity «f 


their own generations. 

In his encyclical Quanta enra, and in the Hrrorunt syllabus at- 
tached to it, the great Pius IX stigmatized the doctrinal aberrations 
that threatened the faith of the people of his own time.’ Forty- 
three years later the saintly Pius X issued his encyclical Pasvesd/ 
dominict gregis, indicating and condemning the complexus of 
heresies and errors which we know by the name of Mocderutss2 
Some of these same misstalements and miseonceptinns of Chri 
doctrine had been listed and repirved oily a few weeks previously 
in the decree Lamtentabili sone evitn, issued by the Holy Office“ 
Three years after the appearance of the Pascendi dominicié gregis, 


8, 1854. 


1This eticyclical was dated Dec. 


2 Sept. 8, 1907. 
3 July 3, 1907. 
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Fius X sent nut his Aveta propria, the Sucyariuns wuttstitua: send 
vera, in which he warned against the conlimting ¢lfurt: inst the 
Church aud made the oath against the errors of Mire: 


heat upon seven differen groups of cinrehunen.t 
ths apo, foun it 
alice tc reprove 
Hy a reiarkable 
-rhree years after 


\ Our own beloved Pius NIP, just three 1 
necessary tuo oiuke iiuther collection af 
these errors in whe cocyelical Fhe generis. 
voincnience, the Uitaaat generis was 
the Puseende, just as this latter due 
years alter the Quanta enra and die Sylabus. Actually i wold 
nat be tog much to say that Giese three pruniuirements, spanning 
a period of eigity 
of the same tendeney, or the same type of lislavally tu the Catholic 
Church anct the Catholic faith. {in each case the Severeigu Pon 
tiffs have had to deal with errors professed by Catholics who have 
hacl nieve cemuldence i the spirit and the intellectital tendencies ai 
the warkt, especially the world of intellectual fashion, than ther 
have had in the truth of Jesus Christ. Jn the case of the Pumeni 
generis, the Holy Father has likewise heen called upon to condema 
the errors of men who have been Jed astray by au iaypradeni and 
anenlightened desire for religions concord and unity. : 


issttedd [ura 


imeu) “ppearecl forty-three 


ix years, deal with three cistinet mxvanifestasimey 


Ir the very heading of the present encyclical, the Holy Father 
announces that he is going to treat of “certain faise opinions tha: 
threaten to undermine the foundations of Catholic cluctrine.” The 
issue of the Gsservatere Koruny which carnes the document in 
its original Latin text and in its L@uian translatian states in its 
headline that “the Supreme Pontiff reproves certain false opinions 
and tendencies that threaten to lessen the integrity of Catholic doc- 
tring.” The Holy Father himself, in the brief pastoral section 
which comes towirds the end of the encyclical, speaks of errors 
which he has reprdved and ef norms which he bas enjoined in the 
Fiinmani generis. And, wheu we eximine the encyclical itseli, we 
final that it deals primariy with doctrinal errors current im our 
own day, but we learn also that it explains the various cenddencies 
with sclich these errocs are connected, ancl gives the standards 
for accurate and loyal Cathahie teaching an the portions ef Cathotic 


4 Sept. 1, Ftd. 
® This eneyelical was cated Aug. 12, 1950. It frst appeared in the (sser- 
vefeare Romane tn the Aug. 24 sambet 
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truth which have hee misrepresented hy the contemporary writers 
whose aberrations have called forth the denunciation of Christ’: 
vigar on earth. =; 

he Hiamunt genesis is oue of those ducaments which muse fe 
analyzed very carefully $F cheir fall meaning is te te appreettedd. 
The document is maguificeatly ordered and ar 
scheinatic forai, He very thing which wisi be 
sage itself is to be completely understocl, is somewhat obscured 
under the literary perfection at the siyfiee curite so chavacteristic 
of all papal eucyelicals. Low those who shity tie doeuauent qa an 


unl wGl 1s 
el it the mes: 


unamotated triutslation, the wreik of avdysia wil prafahly be 
omewhat difficult, ; 
he body of the’ enevelivad is divided tito iwn rats paris, a 
tong doctrinal section (tin. 1-304, ard a hriel ¢ 
40-43). The doctrinal part cousists ef dive wisi divisions, The 
first of these (nn. 1-8}. after insisting upea the evil ot religious 
error and discord anc error in general, gees no ta deal with ie 
occasions and the classifications of errors current aimeng non- 
Catholics in our own time. The remaining dour treat of false opin- 
ions that have gained adliereuts within vhe Cathutie Church itsell 
The second section (nn, 9-13), speaks about the fuct, the arotiva- 
tion, and the basic errors to be fount amung the statements ot 
some Catholic writers of our day, ancl of the various degrees or 
levels of opposition to Catholic truth to be cacotntered among the 
pronouncements issued by this geoup. The tind section {nn. 
14-28), is concerned with individual crrors in the fel af savred 
theology. The fourth (ou, 29-34), is devoted to false teachings 
within the domain of philosophy. The fifth (nn. 34-39), describes 
and corrects certain aberrations connected with the matter of the 
positive sciences, 


tordnl seclwuit fot 


ERRONEOUS RELIGIOUS TEACHINGS OUTS TER CILURCH 


The first paragraph contains the iutroduction to and the gaidauwg 
theme of the entire enevetical, Lhe statement chat cliscord and error 
among amen on maral and religious imatters have ever been the 
cause of most profound sorrow te al good people, but especially 
to the faithful and loyal children of the Church, particularly today. 
when we see the principles of Christian culture being ateacked 
on alt sides. It thus disposcs, of course, of the oplaion uccasianally 
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voiced in’ same illenlightened sources net too tong age, an 
opinion io the effect that at least in a cemwecracy, diversity of reti- 
gion was something destrable. 

The remainder of this seclion, dealing with errors about relgian 
prevalent in non-Catholic circles, is sublivicecl inte twa parts. 
‘The first of these deals with factors thal contribute towards false 
teachings about religicn among those whe are not members of the 
Church. Some of these factars, those deseribest ti the second 
paragraph, tend to hold a man hack from the acquisition of na- 
turally ascertainable information about Gud! and about the natural 
law. The force of the senses and of the imaytiation ated evil pis 
siams arising frame original sia conibine ta rencler the giining af 
this knowledge difheult. The third paragraphs remiuds the readez 
of the eneyelical that these factors are wliit reruter divine super- 
natal revelation morally necessary that, in thie present condition 
of the human race, religious and moral truths of the nadural order 
ean be known by all, readily, with firma certitude, aud with no 
admixture of error, The Holy Father has employe! a fornia 
previgusly used in the Vatican Couneil’s constitution Det Fifins. 
But where the Council had spoken of God’s supernatural revelation 
as thus requisite that a natural knowledge about God might he 
obtained, the ffumant generis describes it as necessary for the 
acquisition of natural truth in the fields af religion and of morals, 

Another part of thts first section, the fourth paragraph, lists 
certain influcnces that iend to hinder a man from recugnizing the 
powerful objective evidence in favor of the Catholic faith's credi- 
bility, and which move him to reject and resist dhe graces God uffers 
him te briug him to the faith. Prejudiced opinions, the passions, 
and dl will are listed as factuts operating in this clirection. 

The second portion of the section deating with errors prevalent 
outsirle the true Church classifies these false teachings wader four 
headings. Wirst it lists the opinion that the sysrem cf evalution, 
which, tneidentalty, the encyclical describes as ct completely 
proven even in the deanain of the patural sciuneus, ean explain 
the origin of ail things. The ITely father adds that the people wha 
adopt this opinion show favor to the monistic and pantheistic no- 
tron that the whole warkd is i a process of conlinnal cyolution, 
He nutes also that the Cammvimists gladly make use of this opinine 
to propound and to exalt their dialectical materialisin in the minds 
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of those whe have been deprivec of ull teler Gh a personal Gacl by 
reason of their acerpiance of this “evolutioniser.” 

Next, the fZJienant generis meutions Mie uew and erroucur- 
philosophy of existentialism, which ignores the anrmutable ees 
ot things and is concerned only with the existence of individuals. 
In the third place it speaks of a certain “historivism,”’ which, being 
concerned solely with the events of human life, coupdetely ruins 
the foundations of any absclute truth and faw. in either ele oarural 
or the supernatural order. 

The fourth and final way of error mentioned ia chis section af 
the encyclical is that of nou-Cathotics who arc shualtaucously en- 
thustastte for the Bible and hostile ta human reason and whin are 
contemptuous of the Church's teaching power while they delight- 
edly praise the authority of God as the Author cr revelation. 

GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS ON CONTEMPORARY RELIGIOUS 
HERS 


CATELOLIG THe 


ERRORS PROPOUNDED BY SOME 

This part of the encyclical deats with tlhe correct altitude on the 
part of Catholic writers towards the errors mentioned in the ywre- 
vious section, with the twofold motivation uaderlying the false 
opinions propounded by some Catholic teachers, wid with the vati- 
ous ways in which these opinions are put forward, The Holy 
Father teaches that it is the duty of Catholic theologians and phi- 
losuphers to study the false opinions on religion and morality eur- 
tent in the present-day world. They are bound to this study siice 
they cannot fulfill thefr obligation ta work far trath among men 
unless they understand the intellectual evils by which their follows 
are affected, The encyclical also reminds them that quite often 
there is a certain amount of trath hidden tm these comtetnporary 
errors, and insists upon the fact that the proper study of these 
errors will bring about a more careful consideration of known 
theological and philosophical truths. 

Dealing with the motives that tnderlie recent aberrations among 
Caiholte teachers, the A7umant generis insists that some of these 
men have beeti led astray by an over-eageruess for new things anc 
also by a fear that they sight be considered igaoruut of recent 


These oedividauels, the TWoly Pather tells us, 
sered 


scientific actvances. 
are trying to withdraw theniselves fren the control nf the 
teaching authority. There is a danger that they may gradually 
depart from revealed truth and draw others along with them into 


error, 
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Other proponents of false opinions, the encyclical tells us, have 
been motivated by a desire to break dewn the barriers that divide 
good and honest men so as to bring about more readily the incor- 
poration of men of every culture and religieus upinion within 
Christ's kingdom, Unfortunately these incividuals seek {0 recon- 
cite dagmatie differences, and they desire that the theology and the 
theological methods which have heen tauglu 4a our schools with 
the approval of the ecclesiastical authority itself should not unly 
be perfected, It completely reshaped. The Holy Father likens 
their attitucte towards theology and the theolagicrl metharls ta 
that of certain Modernists with respect to the Cliuyct’s traditional 
apulogetics 

“Phe Church, accarding ta the encyclical, clefinitely des not ol 
ject to any cfforis directed towards actvancing ar perfecting the 
thenlogtcal scienves. What it does reprove in these: propanents of 
a false “trenicisin” is thetr contention that things foundefl ou laws 
and principles given by Our Lord, or on institttions brought inte 
heing by Hhn—things that actually constittte the defense and the 
support of the integrity of the faith, should be regarded as obstacles 
stancing in the way of work for Christian unity. fhe Holy Pather 
reminds us that any unity brought about by the repudiation af 
these factors would involve the ruin of those uitfurtumate enough 
to enter into it. 

The encyclical then goes on to assert, in the final paragraph af 
this section, that these errors, whether motivated by desire of 
novelty or by a false zeal for souls, are not always brought jorward 
to the same degree of insistence or with the same degree of clarity, 
nor presented in the same terms, nor advocated unatimously by 
ail the writers of the movement. ‘The language of the J/xmant gen- 
eris here shows clearly that the Holy J‘ather has a definite and 
fairly coherent group in mind. 

He tells us that some of these men advance their opinions cau- 
liousty and employ distinctions in such a way as to cover up their 
real meanings, while others come along afterwards and propose 
these same views openly and without moderation. We ate told 
that the unabashed presentation of these erroneous views has 
brought harm to the younger clergy and that it has been detn- 
mental to the Church’s teaching authority, The encyclical goes on 
to insist that apinions which have been taught in covert fashton in 
printed works have heen put forth with less restraint in writings 


ish 
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destined for private circulation and in cemferences and Inctures. 
Such opinions have heen cirenated, wot antsy in seminaries and i 
religious houses, but also among che haity, espectuly chase eu- 
gaged in the work of educstion, 

This thirteenth paragyayd: uf the cueyelival is extremely dituryst 
ing frort the point of view of recent theclayical history, Vhe blots 
Father makes iC clear that the same genend yroup, although oot 
necessarily the samt: indiviedhcals, Heeve Lughe teusivaliy th 
wrilings diul mary 
Roth ter. 


nerd LG 


opinions, mare ¢circunispectly in publishe:l 
openly in decuments niténded for private circulation, 
Garrigou-Lagrange and Pro QLaboursette. dhe farmer in firs well 
known article, “La nouvelle: Hheatosie, oa wet clay" aud dhe datter 
inhis Dialogue fitalogigue have tenliacd such writiugs, A gren 
deal of the shameful vituperation heagert oon Pr. Carrigan 
Lagrange by writers who shoubkl have been suiove ihis proce- 
dure was due to his chseussion of suelo naptiublishest! material in 
connection with his critique of published writings. 
ERRORS AND NOKMS IN FLL JELLO OF SACRED TEEOLOGY 

The division of the cneyclical dealing with false opinions ai the 
field of theology is diviced into four sub-sectturs, ‘The first of 
these deals with errors concerning the terminclogy and the eon- 
cepts employed in Catholic dogma and in sacred theology, and 
with the standards by whicl Cathulic teaching cat these subjects ts 
to governed. The secund treats of errors with respect to the 
Chureh’s teaching office and lists the pertinent standards for teach - 
ing, The third lists errors about the authority of the Scriptures, 
while the fourth comains a Hst of individual errors that result 
from the basic misconceptions mentioned in the first three sitb- 


sections, 
Those who have pone astray in this Arst feld are men who ad- 


vise minimizing the meaning of dogma as much as possible and 
who wish to free dogma from the mode of expression long estab- 
lished in the Church and fram philosophical concepts held in esteetn 
by Catholic teachers, ‘They intend to replace the terminulogy now 
in use with that employed by the Scriptures and the Fathers of the 
Church in the explanation of Catholic doctrine, These people, 
according to the encyclical, regard the terminology and the con- 
cepts to which they object as extriusic to divine revelation. The 
Holy Father goes on to tie up this erroneous tendency with the 
twofold motivation of which he spoke in the previous portion of 


VIEW 
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the dfivnast generts. Those who seek the acplacement of the 

Church's traditional terminolegy anc ui tlie vaciets philosophical 

vonrepts uGw mm use in expounding Gols inessaye hope by this 

means to bring about ultimately a mutual assimilation of Catholic 
dogma and the tenets of the dissidents. 44 the same lime tie, 
expect thus to be able to satisfy what they consider modern needs 
by expressing Catholic dogma in the lerms and (ie concepts of 
such contemporary philosophies as thase uf “iumanentisim.” “isiea- 
ism,’ or “existentialisin.” 
The encyctical then indivates a second itil a worse basic error 
in this field. There ave some bolder spirits, it informs us, who 
hold that dogma can and ought to be preseuted cfathecl with the 
terminology and the concepts of these false plilosaphies heciuse, 
they contend, the mysteries of the faith can never be expressed hy 
adequately true concepts, but only by notions which they call 
“approxinative,” notions which serve tu a certain extent to dis- 
close the truth, but which. at the same tae, necessarily distort it 
ifence they believe that theology, utilizing various farms throug 
the course of the ages, cau and must substitute new notions for old 
ones, so that it may make the samme divine truths available to ren 
in different ways, and even in ways tliat are to seme extent opposed 
to one another, but which remain, as they put it, equivalent. Such 
individuals maintain that the history of dogma is the record at 
these various successive forms, differing according to the varius 
philosuphies and apinions that have come inia being curing the 
course of the centuries, forms in which revealed truth has been 
clothed. 

The next two paragraphs deal with norms pertinent to these er- 
rors. The fienani generis declares that this secorvt error actually 
embodics what is known as dogmatic “relativisui,” and that the 
contempt for traditional teaching and for traditional terminology 
in which the Church’s doctrine is expressed tends effectively in 
thal same direction, The encyclical insists that the terminology 
employed in the schools and in the Church's own teaching offer 
ean he perfected. Furtherniore, we are told that it fs common 
knowledge that the Church itself has not always used the same 
words in exactly the same way. 

The Iwmani generis speaks out very clearly on the subject of 
the Church’s relation to various philosophies which have flourished 
during its own history. Tt insists that the Church is in ro war 
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systems of thought 
At the same tanec 


bound up with the various und ephemera 
which have attracted attention for a litle while, 
it teaches that words and cenicepts caanpused and elaborated theetuzsds 
common effort by Catholic teachers during the course ef muy 
centuries to bring ahout sane maidersiauding at dogs aE hy uns 
taeans based upon any such faulty foundation as that of an evanes- 
cent philosophy. Jt teaches that tie wearks Gf these men are haxer! 
upot principles and concepts deduced from an accurate kacowluclsr 

iw reveded truth proposed ie 
stress tis, sone of these ie 
yo ocemac Wc. aul Crigdi- 


of created reality, aid confirmed! ly 
the Church, Tfence, the Huly lather a 
tions have been usert aed ever sinerioned | 


cils, in such a way Une it is wrons Guefasd un dleprrt from them, 
Gy kt attesupe to ject 


the JPost generis cen: 
feniative to represent 
The curreatt 


To neglect such notions and ec 
them or to deprive: theai af their value. 
sures as supremely foprinlent ard as a 
Catholic dogma itself as seaiething subiect to ely 
contempt for notions and terms regularly cmpleyed by scholastic 
theotogians is designated as somuthing whieh tends to weaken spect- 
lative theology, a discipline which the erzing Catholic teachers can- 
sider incapable of generating genuine certitude because it employs 
the ratio theolugice. 

The second sub-section of that portion of the encyclical devoted 
to contemporary false opinions in the field of sacred theology deals 
with the teaching: office of the Church itself. The Tloly father 
complains that the men who are avid for neveltics pass easily from 
a cuntempt for scholastic theclogy to a neglect or even a croitenipt 
for the teaching autliority of tie Church, which supports scholastic 
theology. In general these errant teachers are said to look upon 
the Church’s magisterize as a hindrance to progress and as an 
obstacle standing in the way of science. Here the Husmane generis 
takes cognizance of an opirion current aniong some non-Catholies, 
a belief that the Church’s teaching authority is an unjust res(rein- 
ing factor, preventing some qualified theologians fran rejorming 
Vhis juxtapositian al opinions ts raleuliled ta 
Catnolie teachers have, in effect, 
non Catholic attitude towards the 


their own subject. 
show that these unferttutate 


adopted a characteristicilty 


ecclesia dacens. 
The Holy Father states that these teachers sometimes treat the 


obligation of complete adherence to the Church’s megisterites as if 
it were non-existent, despite the fact that this reaching agency has 
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been constituted as the proxitnate and universe! norm of truth for 
all theologians. The Holy Father remincts |sis readers that Gur 
liard has entrusted the entire depustt of faith, including both 
Seripture and tradition, to the Chureh, so that dhe Charch iz 
ghard, preserve, and caplain it. The faithful are strictiy obiigate? 
to aveid errors that more ar less approach Ue gravity pt heresy, 
and (o obey the various constitutions and decrees in which suck 
evil opinions are proscribed and forbidden by whe Huly See. 

Specifically the Holy Jather reqraves Uke cunmlact os saci Wen 
who deliberately and hahitually neglect whal the Tes fave tang 
in their eneyclivals about the nature and the coustizulian of the 
Charch in order that a kind of vague votien which they say thee 
have drawn from the Jathers, especiatly from the Cereck Ballers. 
way prevad. Phese ipdividuals claim that che Miaitilfs do gat wish 
fo pass judgment on umiiters disputed saan Ciesbopians, Con 
sequently, they believe, we should go back to the cardivel sauces, 
and from these writings of the ancients explain what the gaygis- 
terion af the Charch has taught in more recent times. 

he futnani generis then procecds to give the norits which 
should govern Catholic teaching on the matters mentioned in this 
series of errors, errors which it describes as cleverly stated, bul 
still fallacious. First of all, it insists that, despite the fact that 
generally speaking ihe Pontiffs allow freedom of discussion on 
points disputed among better-known theologians, history teaches 
ws that several issues which were once subject to discussion ate 
“ow no longer open to question. 

Then, passing on to the teaching about the dectzinal tapurt st 
the papal encyclicals, the Holy Father tells us that it is a mistake 
to withheld asseni from doctrines proposed in these ducuments on 
the pretense that the Pope does not exercise his supreme teaching 
power in the cucyelicals. These letters demand assent of them- 
selves. Things taught in then are proposed in the ordinary magis- 
terinmt, in which, just as truly as in the solemn judgnients of the 
Church, Gur Tord’s promise set forth in the Gospel according 
ta St. Fake. the prooiise that the man whe accepts they Clinrch’s 
teaching actually accepts His doctrine,® és verified. he Mimiant 
Generis presents as a general norm to cover teaching oa this point 
ihe statement that, wheu the Holy Father gives his decision on 
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any subject whieh lias hitherto: beeu subject oy cmecaversy, he 
ion unwice theologians. 

ioadtice nvel vil en: 
al sets forth ecrta 


wo |y 


Iper Open to que 
v's Leachir 


judgmeril 

Since the errors about (fu: Chur 
tion of the sourees ul revelation, the enceve 
use. Tt informs us thet it 
seb A 


norms which arc te regilite cheiz 
definttely the busine Fit divul 
ture and bo tradition, sinew it 
set forth ta dhe Chauret’s fiving 
found, either implicitly ar explicitly, 
it gees on to show tad sur iisistenee: mpm this fection he ie wee 


nin dave res 


w Ute lrutins 


haw 


lis cinty ter 
ceisherign are aetualiy to be 
irees. [unt 


thusc vary Sin 


closes the door upan the possibility of cefinile progress ui theclosy 
Such progress is nkide pwrsslide Tey tensent of dhe tipadvenistilele 
wealth of troth contained in the smtices trethseclves, 

The Hely Father assuies us Chal positive thenkary is dletinitels 
not ta be considered as seauething on the seine phar: with mereis 
su Eis Cluireh bath the searces 
reid 


historical science, since Gol has 
of revelation and the sacred awegisterina: and bits camauissi 
this latter to etucicate and explain what is comtained only obscurely 
and as it were implicitly in the deposit of frith. The eneyelial 
reiterates the truth that the power to cxpuund the depasit nif faith 
authentically was given. by Gur Lord. not te all the faithtu) uar to 
the theologians themselves, But anty to the Church's azagisterium. 
Since the Church has used this power thie and time again througl- 
out the centuries in both the orthiary aoact extraordinary exercise 
of its authority, we are told that the method of explaining these 
clear statements through an appeal to obsctrre sourees must evi- 
dently be considered as entirely false. Kxactly the opposite prrice- 
dure should be adopted. Vhis paragraph of the encyclical ends 
with a citation of the great Pius 1X, to the effect the noblest task 
of the theologian is that of showing how the doctrines defined In 
the Church are actually contained in the sources of revelation in 
the very sense in which they have been defned by the Church. 


The third sub-section of this portion af the enevelival deals v 
tory to the clivine antharity 


fa 


contemporary errocs tliat are cleres 
af Sacred Scripture, The pret of ikhese abarratlinnts cemisists ata 
© that (ad is the Aitliur of these banks, 


perversion of the dact 
The second is a renewat of the old fatse teaching that the infalli- 


bility of Sacred Setipture extends only to its statements about 
God, abour morals, ard about religion. Auother is the teaching 
that there fs a human sense of Seripture, ander which a divine 
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sense, the only infallible sense or meaning according ty 1hese ms- 
taken teachers, lies concealed. 

A fourth error is to be tound in the tendency of seme writ 
to take no cognizance af the analogy of faith or of tke Church's 
traditian in interpreting ‘Scripture. Such jadividuats liski the 
a merely human er independent interpreritionn vr che Senin 
constitutes the norm by which the teaching «i che Church's st 
deviwo and that af the l’athers is to he evaluiie 
Scripture must be interpreted aceareag to che mind uf ie 

The last nitstake about the uiterpretation at the Bible s 
tized in this part of the encyclical is tli of men who wis 
replace the traditional literal sense af the sacved hacks hy a surt 
of exegesis they call syinbotical and spiritial, Tey hope, it this 
way, fo make the Old “Pestament, which they cangider a “vioser 
fountain” t1 the Church at present, evertertlly available io all 
They claim, moreover, that all the difficultics against the Bible. 
diffienhties they believe to be connected with the Ticrat sense of 
Scripture, will vanish once the literal sense has been discarded, 

The encyelicat docs not give any series of norms yaverning the 
matter covered by these errors about Scripture and its interpreta 
tien. [t simply points to the fact that all of them are in manifest 
apposition to the teachings contained in Pope Leo's Providentis- 

simus, Pope Benedict’s Spiritus Paractiius, ancl the present Holy 
father’s Dizmoe afflante Spirtta. 

The fourth and final sub-sectian of Uhis part af the encyehieal lists 
some individual errors as “poisonons trnits” of the false teaching: 
and tendencies already described. The Holy Father explicitly 
mentions and condemns the following. 

a} Doubt that human reason, without the help of civine revela- 
tion and of divine grace, can demonstrate the existeuce of a per- 
sonal God by means of arguments deduced from created things. 
b) A denial that the world had a beginning. 

c) The statement that the creation af the world was necessary. 
d) The depiat that God has an eternal and infallible dorcknow!- 
edge ot muin’s free actions. 

ce) A helief that the doctrine according ta whirl, angels are crea- 
tures endowed with personality is open to question. 

f) Admission of the hypothesis that there ig no essential difference 
between matter and spirit. 


NEUEN BATS ari 


~ THE LEssON OF THE FOALS 


g) A perversion of the Cathudic teaching on the gratuity at the. 
supernatural order, based uti the assumption that God cannot cre- 
ate a creature endowed with intelligence withentt ordering and 
calling that creature ty the beatific visian, 
h) A corruption of (Cathelic teachiag abast the concept anil the 
definitions of original sin, of sii: in general as an oftense agatuste 
God, and of the suifsliction Christ macie far us. Qn atl of these 
points the Tridentine definitions lave beea neglected ty tee men 
who are guilty of utis fauley teaching. 

i) A teaching that the decirine of Uansubstantiation, as some- 


thing based upon ate outeacted pluloseplucal concept of substance, 
Yiu such a wav that Oar Lord's Rest) Presence 


aught to be revise 
in the Blessecl Sacrament would be redived to a lend of syoibolisimn, 
s world merely le eflica- 


ce and of His intimate 


according to which the consecrated spevic 
cious signs of Our Lard’s spiritual pres 
anion with the faithful members in the Mystical Berdy. 

j)} An opinion that tuen are not beautd by the reaching contained 
in the Mystici Corporis and based upon the sources of revelation. 
the teaching to the effect that Christ's Mystical Mody and the 
Roman Catholic Charcl: are one and the sume. thing. In the lighe 
of this decision of the /Tiuaané geacris, incidentally, it would hence- 
forth be erroneous to deny that the Mfystiei Carports hac taught 
that the Catholic Charch is actually ike Mystical Body. 

k) A teaching which reduces the necessity or belonging to the true 
Church in order ty attain eternal salyation to an empty formula, 
1) A minimizing of the rational character of the credibility of the 
Christian faith. 

The final paragrapl in this part of the encyclical declares rhat 
manifestly these and other evils lave crept in among some of the 
children of the Church who have been Jed astray by a false zeal 
for souls and by pseudo-science. The Holy Father states that he 
has been conipelfed to potiit out these errors and dangers of error, 
and that he has acted “not without anxiety.” 


THLE FING OF PECELOSOPILY 


ERRORS AND NORMA IN 

The fourth: purt of the doctrinal section of this encyclical opens 
with a series of general nurius for Catholic teaching about this 
science. It then considers two sets vf errors, appending after each 
list the pertinent indivictual standards for correct presentation of 
Catholic truth on this subject. Finally it speaks of the fruits of 
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these errors and of the ultimate sources uf the intelicctual evils 

reproved in this section of the papal letter. 

The first paragraph of this part sets forth the Catholic teaching 
about the competeice of the human mil, the seed of a tree 
philosophy for the proper operation of the human mit in smat- 
ters of faith and anorafs, and the characteristics ef cis tne pililoso- 
phy, Yhe Catholic Church teaches that human reasna is capable 
of demonstrating with certainty the existenve of the one personel 
God, that it ean build ep an incontravertible prod of the founds 
tions of the Christian faith itself from sigas given by God, and that 
it can achieve some understanding and a mest fruiifal mederstand- 
ing of the mysteries. The ffaimant geucris iisists. however, that 
reason can accomplish these funchons fittingly and 
when it js properly trained, or i possessiat ul the sie and tradi- 
tional philosophy, a system of thought wiicle ltas stoou mp nader 
the test of divine revelation, proposed by the infallible smagistertien 
of the Church. This philosophy ts described as one which protects 
the true and sincere yalue of human knowledge, proclains the 
basic metaphysical principles of sufficient reason, causality and of 
finality, and teaches that certain and inimutabie truth can be known. 

The encyclical acknowledges that there are points in even this 

traditional philosophy which have no connection with truths of 
faith and morals, and which, as a result. the Church leaves free 
for discussion. It reminds its readers, however, that this same 
freedom does not obtain throughout the entire extent of philosaphy, 
and that this is true particularly where its basic teachings are con- 
cerned. Even with respect to such basic questions, it is definitely 
permissible to clothe this philosophy in a better form, to endow 
it with an improved terminalagy, cautiously to enrich it with ele- 
ments gained during the advance of human knowledge, and to 
divest it of sume imperfections. It is never allowable, however, ta 
reject it, to contaminate it with false principles. or to pass it over 
as something obsolete. 

The Humant generts reminds us that truth and the philosophicat 
expression of truth do not change from day to day, and that this 
holds particularly in the case of philosophical principles and can- 
clusions that have been confirmed by revelation. God guides the 
human mind, not so that it may replace one truth Ly another, but 
in such a way that it puts aside errors which it may have admitted, 
and builds upon its foundation of truth, Both philosophers and 


safely oaly 
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theologians are urecl net to accept dly every new 
cogilated in this world, but to subject mew ideas lo severe and ob- 
jective criticism, Jest they admit sone netiuns that would pervert 
or destroy the truth they already possess, and dainage of ruin 


their own failit. 

The norms already given ii this section seve to explain, he 
insists npun 
sthood “ad 


encyclical tells us, why the Chureh, in its Canon Law 
Lining ar its ecuididates fer tle pa 


the philosophical tr 
Angelict Dectorts vationcit, dectrimtnan ef Principia.” The Flely 
Father teils us that the method and the rate af St. Thomas are 
outstandingly good far the tradung of bepinaers de plifosnpiy aust 
fur the tnvestigation of advaricet questions, Ueu dis doctrine is 
consonant with divine revelation, mest uscfut Jor use defense of the 
faith, and for the cifeetive and seenre assimilation of the fruits of 
genuine intellectual progress. 

The Holy Kather complains that certait teachers within the 
Church affect to despise this traditional and recognized philosophy 
on the pretense that i is outmoded in form and rationalistic in its 
process of thought. ‘These men err in holding that our philosophy 
is imperfect because it teaches that at absulutely true mctaphysic 
can exist, They hold, on the contrary, that reality, especially 
transcendent reality, can best be expressed by disparate doctrines, 
teachings which are supposed to complete one another, even while 
they are to a certain extent mutually opposed. These same indi- 
viduals, in short, are charged with passing over the syslenitic 
philosaphy of the Catholic selinols as something fitted only to in- 
troduce men to the study of scholastic theology, or as something 
that appealed to the minds of mediaeval men and which has no 
message or meantag for the men of our own time. 

They turn away from the perennial philosophy as something 
concerned only with unchanging essences, and claim that the con- 
temporary mind necessarily looks tawards the existences of indi- 
vidual things, ancl teavards an ever-changtiay Ife process, And, 


while they despise this philosophy, they praise every other kind to 
the sky, in such a way as to stiggest that any ser( af philosophy 
or opinion, with some additions or perhaps corrections, can be 
reconciled with Catholic dogma. The encyclical offers us as a norm 
for correct teaching on this point the declaration that some phi- 
losophies, particularly those of fnmanentism, idealism, historical 
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or dialectical materialist, or atheistic ov sceptical existentialism, 

are incompatible with Catholic dogina. 

The encyclical then takes cognizauce that these teachers some- 
umes oppose the Chureh’s percamial philusophy on vet another 
ground, repudiating it as something that treats ouly of the intellect 
in explaining the process of cognition, neglecting the fuuction or 
the will and of the affections. Tt denounces this attilicde as false 
because the Christian philosophy has never denied the uritity and 
the efficacy of good dispositions of the entire mine fir the know! 
edge and the acreptance of religious and mieral truths, As a matter 
of fact it has actually trsisted that the Jack of suck clispesiticns 
explains how an intellect atfectect by iff will and hry passions caa 
be darkened se that it does uot grasp trath properly. Phe Maly 
Father reminds ts of St. Thomas’ teaching to the effect that the 
intellect can be sided tm its understanding of digiier things belory- 
ing to cither the natural or the superuattcal order liv 2 kiad of 
affective connaturatity for these realities, whether this conuaturality 
be something on the level of nature or a gift pertaining to the 
order of divine grace. 

The ffumani generis reminds us, however, that it is one thing 
to acknowledge that the disposition of the affections of the wilt 
has the power to aid the reason to acquire a more certain andl firm 
cognition of moral truth, and it is quite another thing ¢o attribute, 
as these innovators do, a sort of intuitive power to the ajipetitive or 
affective faculties theniselves, or to say that when the futelfect has 
shown itself incapable of deciding what is true in any given case, it 
turns to the will which makes a free choice in such a naauner that 
cognition and the act of the will are intxed up together in this 
operation. 

The Hoty Father states that the false opinions he las listed and 
discussed endanger two sciences which by their very nature are 
intimately connected with the doctrine of faith, The men who 
propotnt these opinions describe theodicy and cthics as tntended. 
not to prove anything certain about Gad or absut any trausceudent 
reality, but only to show that what faith teaches almnt the per- 
sonal Giod atu about His commandments is in duitinony with dhe 
necessities of life, and that this doctrine must be accepted if men 
are going to escape despair auc attain elernal salvation. 

The Holy Father condemns these opinions as obviously contra- 
dicting the statements of Leo XIII and Pius X and as incompatible 
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with the teaching of the Vatican Council, Ee states tlud this con- 
demnation would not have been necessary HW oie had paid proper 
attention to the Chuirch’s saagisfertiaas, which is commissioned aac 
obligated to watch over philosop ical teachlags at the same tine 
that it is empowered ta guard the deposit of civine revelation, 


ERRORS IN TIE FIRED Ge POSITIVE SC2ENCIE 


This portion of the encyclical opens with a statement of general 
norms. Noting that nvtuy persons insist tle the Cloireh shouted 
take serious coguizance of dhe tewlungs of the positive: sciences, 
with the draths of the 


where these dostrines come inte cunt 
faith, the Holy Iather @esivnates thes tisistunes: cs sumiethings 
laudable waere it has reference lo facts accuuly dememscrated by 
these positive disciplines. Ide rentincts us, awever, that aeere hy: 
potheses set forth in these sciences intst he handled with great 
caution when they touch upion doctrine contained in the sources of 
divine revelation, Hypotheses (lat are opposed clirectly or even 
indirectly to revealed! truth must not he accepted in any way. 
The Humani generis then deals with individual hypotheses set 
forth in the nate of three posilive sciences, bicloyy, anthropology, 
and history. The first of these hypotheses, put forward in the 
name of biology and anthropolagy, is the evolutionistic explanation 
of the origin of the human body as sencthing which was 
formed originally from existent and living matter, ‘Phe Church's 
magistertuw alluws discussion and investigation about the (ruth 
of this theary in the present status af theology and of the positive 
disciplines by incn competent in either field, bnt allows it under 
certain conditions. The first condition is that serious consideration 
should be given to reasons on both sides, these that militate against 
the hypothesis as well as those that favor it, The sccaud is that 
men on both sides must be prepared to aley dhe Church’s jadg- 
ment when it is issued. The Holy Mather camplains that the free- 
dom of discussion allowed by the Charch an this point has been 
definitely abused by men who conduct themselves as if the origin 
of the hattan beedly from existent and living inalter has heen estab- 
lished and demonstrated as certain fram evidence now at land and 
from reasonings already made from that evidence, “Chese indi- 
viduals likewise abuse the freedou the Church jias accorded them 


whet they act as if there wert nothing in the content of the sources 
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of revelation that makes great caution on the subject matter of this 
hypothesis imperative. 

At the same titne, the encyclical assures us thal (he origin of the 
turnin soul ts definitely not open to question. The Cathol’e. jaitk 
obligates us to hold Qiat spats are immediately crested] hy God, 

Another hypothesis, that of polygenism, is put forward ia the 
aame of anthropology. The Holy Father tetls us that this must be 
rejected outright. The faithful cannot accept the doctrine that 
here on earth after Adam there lived truce men who did not 
derive their origin fro lum its the first parent of all wen hy the 
process of natural generation, “Chey are likewise forbidden to hold 
that the name “Adam” stands fur a gconp ol frst prurents. There 
is absohitely no evtdence that either nf these lyputheses coated be: 
reconciled with what the suurees of rev 

Church's mayisterian teaches about original sin. The ¢ 
reminds us that original siti is something that proceeds from an 
offense against God actually committed by Adam as an inlividyal 
person, and that it affects each individual as sonicthing which has 
come to him through the process of generation, 
The last two doctrinal paragraphs of the encyelical deal with aa 
erroncoits tendency that masks ilself under the guise of history 
The Holy lather asserts that some men have interpreted the his- 
torical hooks of the Old Testament in entirely too free a manner, 
and that they have wrongly appealed to a recent letter from the 
Pontifical Biblical Commission to the Arelubishap of Paris in sup- 
port of their position. This letter, signed by the lute I’r. Vosté 
and addressed to Cardinal! Suhard, spoke of the first eleven chap- 
ters of the Book of Genesis. The encyclical reminds us of its in- 
sistence that, despite the fact that these chapters do uot manifest 
the qualities of historical composition to be fount in the works of the 
outstanding Greek and Latin historians or those manifest in com- 
petent historical writings of out own time, they must he classihed 
in some true sense as historical, The Ietter also reniinded the 
exegetes of their duty to investigate and to deterniine in just wit 
way these chapters can righifully lay claim to this designation. 
Explaining and employing the terms used in the Iefter to Carili- 
nal Suhard, the Holy Father brings out the fact that these eleven 
chapters accomplish a 6vofold work, using simple and figurative 
language, adapted to the mentality of a comparatively wncuttured 
people. They set forth the principal truths of the order of salvation 


sien venti ant the 
acyelicai 


Had CHEVERLY are 
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and they also give a popular description of ike prigna of both ihe 
human race ancl of the chosen peeple. 

The Hwmani generis ahuizs whe persibilizy that inspired write: 
of the Old Testament drew sane of their suatertal freni ao 
inspired popular narratives. -\L Le sic fine it waras ils readers 
not to forget thet, at acting thus, these men were anded by the 
process of divine inspiration, witich prescrved theat trea evrar in 
their task of selecting andl evaluating thesy documents 

Finally, the encyetical assures us Chait marerial taken Tran. popu 


lar narratives aud wivorporaied ita lone tispired weilings ts defi 
mitely nob to be pat en the sine level as ondis. “Whe very character 
of the sacred hooks of tle Qid VPestament siskes uo clear What the 


inspired writers utterly stirypetss the oroline authors of aneicnt 


times. 


CRE SIFVUATHIN AND TTS EXTORNCIFS 


Jn the brief pastoral portion of the eneyelival, the Italy Father 
describes the reaction of the Catholic academic world 4o the errars 
he bas treated in the dogmatic part of this dortiment. He then 
issues certain defirite commands and admonitions, demanded by 
the actual situation, to Bishops, to superiors, and to teachers, 

Fitst we are assured that these errors were being taught either 
in an Open or a covert manner when the encyclical was written. 
Then we are tok! that the grea’ number of Catholic teachers in 
various institutions of higher learning pave not fallen nto these 
false opinions. “he Holy Iather realizes that these teachings have 
the power to attract people who are not cautions. He has preferred 
to put a stop to then at the outset, rather than to be compelled to 
adnunister medicine for au discase that had already become deep 
seated. 

So it is that lo put a stop to these erreurs, the Holy Father has 
commanded Bishops and superiors af religious communities to 
take the most diligent care to prevent seach opinions from heing 
advanced in sechouls, in conferences, ur in writings of any kind. 
They are likewise ardered te see te it that these errors are not 
taught iu any way to the clergy or the faithtal. This precept binds 
theiu most seriously m1 conscience, 

Teachers in ceciesiastica] institutions are warned that they can- 
not with safe conscience exercise the office of teaching cutrusted 
to them unless they religiously accept and strictly observe the 
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norms the Holy Father has given, They are told that they are 
ubligated to shaw due reverence and oberfience to the Church's 
snagisterium themselves and to instél these attitudes into flieir own 
pupils. 

Catholic teachers are also urged ta work towares the progress 
of the sciences they teach. At the same tine, however, they are 
ordered to do this without violating the rules tie Moly Father has 
Jaid dawn in this encyclical tor the purpose of guarding the truth 
of the faith aad of Catholic doctrine, ‘Vhey are is investigate the 
questions that have arisen as a result of the latest scieniife ad- 
vances, but they are to conduct their iavestipsation prisiearly ard 
cautiously, Finally, they are to avoid all fatee “irerivisay” and re 
member that those attside the Church caw be brought hack ints 
it properly and successfully only when the entire trath existing 
within the Church is celivered honestly to everyone, in all its 
purity and integrity. 

Such are the teachings of the Humani generis. The lfoly Father 
has warned us of existent errors, which have endangered the 
existence and the integrity of the Catholic faith amaug the men 
of our own time. These errars have been taught wre forcetally 
in non-published material, but they have been propounded also in 
books and articles important and powerful cnough to siake them 
dangerous for the children of the Church. ‘he eneyclical that con- 
dems these false opinions is addressed, not to the hierarchy of any 
one couutry, but to all the bishops of the world. [rt was sa ai 
dressed only because the Holy Father realized that the errnss and 
tendencies he was called upon to denounce threatened the faith 
everywhere, 

tence there can be no excuse whatsoever for the tactic of brush- 
ing aside the lesson of this encyclical with the statement that it 
refers to controversies that have aroused no interest anid exercised 
no influence in this part of the world, Such an assertion about the 
Humani generis, made in our own country, wattld be manifestly 
false. It would, furthermore, only serve ta influcnee the people 
for whom this encyclical was written te turn their attention fram 
what is, and what must be considered as, a amugaifcent andl a 
tremendously important instrument for the preservation and the 
integrity of the faith in our times. 


Josera Ciireorp Fixron 
The Catholic University of America 
Washington, D.C. 


Answers to Questions 


MAY A HIGH MASS Hl CONSIDERED 
A PRIVATE MASS? 


Question: On the Vigil of Pentecost, a priest wha liad been 
singing a High Mass every uiorming in a convent chapel sail auly 
a Low Mass as he had net thue to read dhe prophecies and litanies. 
Could he not have sung, as usual, a High Mass, beginning with the: 
Tntroit of the day anc omitting the proplecics and ditanies ? 


duswer: The solution of the clitfienity proposed above is to be 
found in ihe definition of a private Mass since the rubric of the 
Missal on the Vigil of Pemecost provides that it privat: Masses 
on that day the priests begin at once with the Tntroit onntting the: 
preliminary prophecies and litanies. A private Mass om this vigil 
would be one apart from the blessing of the font in @ parish church 
or one which is not public in the sense of being a Mass which 13 
in case, the Mass in the convent 


not conventaal or capitular. 
chapel, unless it were technically a conventual Mass in a com- 
munity where there was obligatie chori, would be considered a 
private Mass even though it were celebrated fn cant. The ex- 
ternal solemnity of a Fligh or Solemn Mass would not remeye it 
from the category of private Masses any more than a parochial 
ora conventual Mass ceases to be a public one if happens to be cele. 
brated as a Low Mass. 

Wuest-Mullaney (Matters Liturgical, 640) does indeed cite 
decree No. 2731 of the Congregation of Rites to support his state- 
ment that a High Mass may not be celebrated on the Vigil of 
Pentecost without the prophecies aud ditanies, Fhe decree in ques- 
tion, however, is a decision, daterl August 8, 1835, addressed tr 
a cathedral church in Piedhnont, and refers to an ammal founded 
Mass to be celebrated with the attendance of the cathedral chapter 
and as a Solemn Mass, ancl clecistes that this Mass inay vot he 
sung without the preliminary prophecies etc. beginning with the 
Introit Oust sanctificaius as fur private Masses. Such a Mass, 
we think, is quite different guoad soleunitatem intrinsecam from 
the private Mass in the ronvent cenceriing which the question 


was raised, 
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